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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1-5, 7-21, and 23-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No 5,745,678 to Herzberg et al. 

3. In regards to claims 1-3, 5, 7-12, 14-21, and 23-29, Herzberg discloses determining 
whether a multimedia program is authorized. In creating the validation structure of the 
multimedia program, sections of the program are selected and a cryptographic hash value is 
created or calculated on each of the selected data objects. The hash value and the location of the 
selected data object are stored as a data record within the validation structure (Herzberg: column 
1, lines 61-67). This meets the limitation of "a storage operatively coupled to the analysis 
module, and for securely storing the known hash value and the control information associated 
with the digital media file," A portion of the data objects is selected from the multimedia 
program using location information (control information) stored in the validation structure. A 
cryptographic hash value is calculated on the selected data object and compared to the 
corresponding hash-value-of reference stored in the validation structure (Herzberg: column 2, 
lines 4-20). This meets the limitation of "an analysis module for determining control 
information associated with the digital media file and for computing a known hash value that 
uniquely identifies the digital media file, thereby yielding an analyzed digital media file; a 
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verification module operatively coupled to the storage and adapted to receive the analyzed digital 
media file, the verification module for computer a verification hash value from the analyzed 
digital media file received, and comparing that verification hash value to the known hash value." 
An authorized multimedia program is allov/ed to execute normally (Herzberg: column 2, lines 
27-29). This meets the limitation of "an outtake module adapted to transfer the analyzed digital 
media file in accordance w^ith the associated control information in response to the verification 
hash value matching the known hash value." 

4. In regards to claims 4, 1 3, Herzberg discloses that if the hashes do not match the 
execution of the multimedia program may be prohibited or limited execution of the program may 
be allowed (Herzberg: column 2, lines 37-32). 

5. The following is a quotafion of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 6 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No 5,745,678 to Herzberg et al as applied to claiml-5, 7-21, and 23-29 above, and further 
in view of U.S. Patent No 6,434,322 Bl to Kimura et al. 

7. Herzberg however does not disclose digital watermarking. Kimura discloses a video 
signal which has electronic watermark information which is embedded in the video signal and 
has copy control information (Kimura: column 2, lines 6-10). 
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8. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the method of validating a program as disclosed by Herzberg 
with the method of including control information in a digital watermark as disclosed by Kimura 
in order to control reproduction or recording of an original image or to clarify the source of the 
image (Kimura: column 1, lines 13-15). 



Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cas Stulberger whose telephone number is (703) 305-8034. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 9:00A.M. - 5:00P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gilberto Barron can be reached on (703) 305-1830. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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